ican air strikes on Syria to retaliate for Syria's use of chemical weapons against its citizens.
7 This exercise of the Responsibility to Protect also marked the first time that the U.N. Security Council has used its power in a direct way to remove chemical weapons from a U.N. member State. But it did not end the ongoing crisis is Syria, which continued its civil war into 2014.
B. U.N. SECURITY COUNCIL RESOLUTION ON LIBYA
The U.N. Security Council passed resolution 20958 in March 2013, requesting that the Libyan government draft a new constitution. 9 Ideally, this new constitution would lay the foundation for the protection of human rights pursuant to international lawO Additionally, the Security Council expressed concern about Libya's lack of democracy, with emphasis on issues regarding due process, wrongfil detention, and torture." Further, the U.N. Security Council requested assistance from neighboring countries to promote a peacefil transition to democracy. ' 2 In response to this resolution, Libya must accelerate its judicial process and comply with international law. '3 In Resolution 2095, the Security Council listed mandatory tasks that must be completed by the parties involved.' 4 First, the U.N. Support Mission in Libya (UNSMIL) was extended for twelve months and is under the control of a Special Representative of the Security General.5 UNSMIL will assist Libya in multiple ways, including managing the democratic transition; promoting the rule of law; monitoring and protecting human rights; restoring public security; countering illicit proliferation of arms; continuing to support efforts to promote national reconciliation; increasing political dialogue and political processes aimed at promoting free, fair, and credible elections; and transitioning justice and respect for human rights throughout Libya.1 6 To assure compliance, the Security Council ordered an arms embargo and an assets freeze if Libya fails to abide by the Security Council's terms. 17 Since this resolution, the U.N. has continued to stabilize the Libyan conflict, particularly regarding human rights violations, and it assisted in the democratization of the Libyan government.'
8 Although Libya has started the move toward democracy, there is still work to be done. Libya continues to struggle with how it should handle those who Resolution 1146311463 set forth the need for States to continue negotiations on a treaty that would ban the production of fissile material for nuclear weapons. 47 The only nation that did not vote in favor of the resolution was (unsurprisingly) the Democratic People's Republic of Korea. 48 The resolution also sought to establish a nuclear-weaponfree zone in the Middle East. 4 9 The General Assembly firther urged member States to strengthen their own national security plans in preventing terrorists from obtaining weapons of mass destruction.
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The U.N. General Assembly also focused on other forms of disarmament as well. The Arms Trade Treaty was adopted on April 2, 2013, and was opened for signature on June 3, 2013.51 It is the first multilateral treaty to regulate the international trade in conventional arms. 52 According to the U.N. Office for Disarmament Affairs, the treaty "will prevent human rights abusers and violators of the law of war from being supplied with arms. And it will help keep warlords, pirates, and gangs from acquiring these deadly tools."" And, although no treaty "by itself, can stop all illegal arms dealing or countries from selling or giving weapons to irresponsible end users, the Arms Trade Treaty is an important step toward controlling the international arms trade." 54 
III. UJNESCO
In November 2013, the United States and Israel lost their voting privileges at the U.N. Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Organization (UNESCO), "two years after cutting off its financial contribution to the organization over the admission of Palestinians as fill members."
58 If any country fails to pay dues for two years, the UNESCO Constitution blocks that country's ability to vote in the UNESCO General Conference.
5 9 The United States and Israel stopped paying their UNESCO dues in 2011 after a vote to give Palestinians fill membership in UNESCO.60 The United States was the largest financial contributor to UNESCO, paying about U.S. "$70 million, or 22 percent, of the organization's annual budget." 6 1 Some UNESCO staff members were laid off, and some emergency funds were donated by Saudi Arabia, Qatar, Norway, and some other countries. 62 Diplomats said that this marked the first time that the United States had voluntarily relinquished its vote in an international organization in which it was a member.
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IV. World Health Organization
In 2013, the World Health Organization (WHO) finished revising the process for electing the WHO Director-General. Unlike the relatively informal procedures that may be followed by other international organizations for selecting a Director-General, the WHO formalized its procedures in the 1990s to require (a) clear deadlines; (b) an initial screening of all candidates; (c) short-listing by secret ballot where there are more than five candidates; (d) compulsory secret voting; and (e) term limits of two, five-year terms. 64 But in 2006, some regional groups (including Africa, the Eastern Mediterranean, and to some extent South-East Asia) began demanding a compulsory rotation of the post of DirectorGeneral among the various WHO regions because the Director-General had never come from those regions. 65 Other regional groups, however, resisted the demand as being unacceptable, focusing instead on the need to select the most qualified candidate. 59. "A Member State shall have no vote in the General Conference if the total amount of contributions due from it exceeds the total amount of contributions payable by it for the current year and the immediately preceding calendar year." United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization Const. art. IV(C)(8)(b). The UNESCO Constitution also provides that in certain instances, the General Conference may permit a delinquent member State to vote if "that failure to pay is due to conditions beyond the control of the Member State." Id. art. IV(C) (8) 
PUBLISHED IN COOPERATION WITH SMU DEDMAN SCHOOL OF LAW
In response to this debate, the WHO established a Working Group that proposed a package of reforms, which WHO and its Executive Board adopted in 2012 and 2013.6 7 "These resolutions dramatically revise the election process for WHO Director-General and represent the outcome of a seven-year process of discussions relating to the principles and procedures governing the election to this post." 68 Rather than providing for regional rotation automatically, the World Health Assembly adopted a resolution to pay due regard "to the principle of equitable geographical representation" in the nomination process and election of the Director-General, keeping in mind that "candidates appointed to this post have so far only come from three out of the six regions of the Organization." 6 9 Additionally, the resolution keeps, as a "paramount consideration," the need to secure "the highest standard of efficiency, competence, and integrity in the election and appointment of the Director-General."70 The resolution established a procedure for the Executive Board to nominate three candidates for the World Health Assembly to consider "paying due regard to equitable geographical representation." ' 7 1 The resolution also adopted a code of conduct, established a candidates' forum for candidates to make themselves and their vision known to member States, and a statement of criteria for nomination "while underscoring the paramount importance of professional qualifications and integrity and the need to pay due regard to equitable geographical representation, as well as gender balance" in the nomination of candidates. 72 The World Health Organization Executive Board amended the Rules of Procedure in January 2013 to set forth the specific rules for nominating candidates for the post of Director-General. 73 And, in May 2013, the World Health Assembly adopted a Code of Conduct for the Election of the Director-General of the World Health Organization.74
As Professor Gian Luca Burci notes, the revised election process for the Director-General of WHO "is unprecedented among international organizations."75 What began with demands for regional rotation of the executive post and recognizing a need to find highly qualified candidates resulted in "a political compromise" that increased the complexity of the WHO electoral procedures for the post. 6 Importantly, the discussions have "raised a number of delicate legal and constitutional issues that go to the core of the institutional balance within an international organization."77 Although much of the debate might have been specific to the WHO, "the principles and values underpinning the changes are part
